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Major gets scared 
(SEE PAGE FOUR) 


Russia and the 
‘New World Order’ 


As this column is being written, the 
leaders of the seven major non-communist 
economic powers (G7) are in London 
conferring with Soviet President Gorbachev, 
who, from all reports, has come to their 
conference at Lancaster House armed with a 
begging bowl, into which he hopes they will 
agree to place an aid package amounting to 
£7.5 billion in an effort to save the Soviet 
economy from total collapse. 

Will Gorby come away with the hand-out 
he is hoping for? This seems to be the big 
question of the moment, and the answer is 
reckoned to depend on what steps Gorby 
will take to meet the demands of the other 
leaders for reforms within the Soviet Union. 
These include progress towards a market 
economy, limitations on arms spending and 
general liberalisation in the field of ‘human 
rights’ — all in all, a requirement that Russia 
conforms to the one-worlder consensus. 

In return, not only will Mr. G. get a 
massive dollop of financial help, but the 
Soviets, it is hoped, will be admitted to such 
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Russia into the ‘New World Order’? 


institutions as the International Monetary 
Fuad and the World Bank. Russia will, in 
effect, become an integral part of the 
international community or, as it is 
sometimes called, the ‘New World Order’. 

On the other hand, should Gorby not be 
able to do the desired ‘deal’ at the confer- 
ence, we are warned that this is likely to 
lead to further destabilisation within Russia 
and the danger that the Soviet President may 
be overthrown by what are termed ‘reaction- 
ary forces’. 

Most readers of the newspapers who 
follow these developments will no doubt be 
hoping ardently that the deal comes off, as 


this, it is supposed, will make for a better, 
. more peaceful and more prosperous world — 


or so we are told. This, however, is the 
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picture as seen by those imprisoned within 
the mindset of current liberal-internationalist 
thinking. It is not necessarily the true picture 
of what is happening. 

Much more probable is that a trap is 
being set for the Russians by the omnipotent 
powers of international finance, who wish to 
ensnare Russia into their system by 
shackling it to the international economic 
order even more thoroughly than it has been 
shackled in the past. Mikhail Gorbachev, 
despite his manifest failure as Soviet leader, 
has always been the darling of the big boys 
of world banking and of their satellite press 
—precisely because he is an internationalist 
who has proved himself manipulable to their 
designs. What they greatly fear, when they 
talk of the danger of Gorby being deposed 
by ‘reactionary forces’, is not a return to the 
old communist status-quo ante but the 
possibility of a genuine patriotic revolution 
within Russia that will set that country on a 
nationalist road and thereby take it right out 
of the international financial orbit — in fact 
in a direction which would place it in a 
position more akin to that it occupied before 
1917. 

It is alleged that these ‘reactionary forces’ 
must not succeed in overthrowing Gorbachev 
because, if they did, it would reopen the 
‘cold war’ and again pose a military threat 
to the so-called ‘free world’. This is poppy- 
cock. Leaving aside the question of whether 
the former ‘cold war’ was ever the reality it 
was claimed to be, we need only state that 
whoever might take over Russia as a result 
of the downfall of Gorbachev would have 
their hands so full coping with internal 
problems, both economic and political, that 
the prospect of their being able to pose any 
kind of threat to the outside world belongs to 
the realm of fantasy. h 

Major events on the world stage these 
days are very rarely what they seem when 
presented by the controlled mass media, and 


the G7 conference in London is no exception 
to this rule. The conference has little to do 
with achieving greater peace, co-operation 
and prosperity in the world; its agenda is 
designed simply to tighten further the 
stranglehold of the internationalists and 
erode further the already precarious 
existence of the sovereign nation-state. All 
the obedient servants of this policy — our 
own Mr. Major, America’s Bushy, German 
_ Chancellor Kohl, France’s President Mitter- 

and, Italian boss Andreotti and Canada’s 
Premier Mulroney — are faithfully lined up 
ready to approve the next moves. The big 
aim of the gathering is to corral Russia more 
securely into the system than it has been 
possible to corral her in the past. Gorby is 
the instrument through which it is hoped this 
will be done. That is the name of the game, 
whatever our news media may claim to the 
contrary. 


Australia and the Monarchy 


What has been said in the foregoing 
commentary concerning Russia might 
equally be said about the plans presently 
being made for Australia — though the 
circumstances of the two countries are in 
most respects vastly different. 

Last month a number of newspapers in 
Britain carried reports of a new campaign 
being launched in Australia to make that 
country a republic by the end of the century. 
It is probable that the majority of people in 
Britain reading this will have reacted to it 
with an indifferent shrug of the shoulders, if 
they did not indeed welcome it as a right 


and natural thing. Two or three decades of 


media brainwashing concerning the British 
people’s relationship with their Australian 
cousins has trained many of our compatriots 
to regard Australia as being, in the words of 
Neville Chamberlain when speaking of 
Czechoslovakia at the time of the Munich 
crisis, ‘‘a faraway country of which we 
know nothing.’’ Few therefore would realise 
that if Australians are eventually persuaded 
to ditch Royalty it would be a development 
profoundly harmful to British — and indeed 
Australian — interests. | 

This magazine has never numbered itself 
among those people in Britain possessed by 
a deeply emotional love affair with the 
Royal Family. At the same time we have 
always maintained the view that, whatever 
our feelings about the attitudes and actions 
of certain royals as individuals, there are 
many very practical reasons why the 
Monarchy as an institution should be 
preserved. 

We should never underestimate the 
importance of symbolism in national and 
public affairs, and today the symbolic 
importance of Royalty probably far 
outweighs any services it may render to the 
nation when seen from the standpoint of 
strict utility. In the British tradition, if not in 
others, Royalty is an inextricable part of the 
national identity — to the extent that that 
which undermines Royalty is seen as under- 
mining our nationhood. Left-wingers have 


always been hostile to Royalty, not merely 
because Royalty enjoys certain hereditary 
privileges that have no place in left-wing 
egalitarian thinking, but even more because 
the Left is antagonistic to the whole idea of 
nationhood — at least British nationhood. 
Weaken Royalty, the reasoning of the Left 
goes, and the British nation-state itself will 
thereby be weakened. Under healthier 
conditions, we British would in fact possess 
strong enough foundations for the continued 
existence of our nationhood for the 
Monarchy not to be an indispensable part of 
them. But under conditions as they are, with 
other foundations so gravely weakened, the 
role of Monarchy in keeping our nationhood 
alive does indeed become virtually indispen- 
sable. This is why the Monarchy today is 
under such sustained attack. That its 
members not infrequently act in such a way 
as to invite attack does not alter the truth of 
such an assertion. 

So, some may say, all this may hold good 
for Britain, but what does it have to do with 
Australia? It has everything to do with 
Australia because, whatever current fashion- 
able opinion may state to the contrary, the 
destinies of Britain and Australia are 
inseparably linked to each other — as long as 
our two countries aspire to retain any 
genuine substance of nation-hood in the 
century to come. 

Britons who have been housetrained to 
regard the future course of Australia’s 
affairs as something of no great concern to 
themselves would be advised to go to their 
bookshelves and get out their world atlas, if 
they have one. From this they will see that 
the Australian Commonwealth occupies a 
land area of nearly 3 million square miles — 
which means that the United Kingdom could 
in fact be fitted into it approximately thirty 
times and that it could accommodate the 
whole of the territory of the EC countries 
three times over and still have room to 
spare. If such people care to extend their 
study to a little economic geography, they 
will find that Australia contains almost every 
important mineral used in the world 
economy today and most of these in super- 
abundance. The Japanese are not blind to 


this fact, for they are fast endeavouring to ` 


buy up Australia, and one of them is on 
record as predicting that the country would 
one day be their quarry. 

A close economic relationship with 
Australia, with or without a similar 
relationship with New Zealand and Canada, 
would provide Britain with a way out of the 
European Community with little worries 
over the future of her trade or her ability to 
sustain herself with the primary goods she 
cannot produce at home. 

But isn’t it true that Australia’s population 
is no longer British? some will no doubt 
protest. What about all the migrants she has 
been receiving from elsewhere in Europe 
and from the Third World? Doesn’t that 
remove the country as an option where 
partnership with Britain is concerned? 

Fact: the population of Australia is still 


approximately three-quarters of British 
origin — contrary to what Mr. John Pilger 
may say and contrary to a misleading article 


. in thé Sunday Times (14.7.91), in which it. 


was claimed that our kin in Australia were 
now in a minority. Three-quarters of the 
Australian population makes about 12 
million. How many Brits in Continental 
Europe? Taking in armed ‘orces personnel, 
together with those who have retired to 
villas on the Mediterranean, probably not as 
many as one tenth of that number. 

But where does the Monarchy come into 
all this? Answer: the Monarchy comes into 
it because in Australia, as much as in the 
United Kingdom, it represents a form of 
symbolism that is inseparably tied up with 
national tradition and therefore with nation- 
hood. 

Allegiance to the Monarchy does not 
make Australia one iota less self-governing. 
Abandonment of the Monarchy would not 
make it one iota more self-governing. 

But such an abandonment would indeed 
knock a vital nail in the coffin of Australia’s 
national identity: a national identity which is 
indissolubly bound up with the fact that that — 
country was founded, opened up and built 
mainly by people from Britain and is still to 
this day inhabited mainly by people from 
Britain or whose ancestors came from 
Britain. 

Those now campaigning for a republic in 
Australia will assert that their purpose is to 
give their country a stronger sense of its 
own national identity, of its own nationhood. 
In fact what they are doing would have the 
very opposite effect. Sensible Australians, 
including the most patriotic ones, under- 
stand this, and one bright spot on the 
horizon is that, despite the intensity of the 
propaganda in the country in favour of a 
republic, a majority is still opposed to such 
a move. This is profoundly troubling to the 
republicans, and that is why they have 


announced their campaign as one which will 


span the remainder of this decade. They 
know that it is doubtful that they could win 
a national vote on the matter as things stand 
at present; so they hope to soften up the 
people sufficiently over the next 814 years to 
be able get a majority by AD 2000. 

-= During which time of course they also 
hope to import yet more droves of non- 
British migrants (preferably from Asia) so as 
to speed up the process of making Australia 
‘multi-racial’ and ‘multi-cultural’. 

And these are the people who insist on 
their commitment to giving Australia a 
greater sense of ‘national identity’! 

A number of Australians are reported as 


saying that they themselves don’t really want - 


to get rid of the Monarchy nor their 
country’s other British links but that in the 
long term those things are probably inevit- 
able. 

Ah, that word ‘inevitable’! How thor- 
oughly it has been applied by those versed in 
the textbooks of communist indoctrination to 
make people accept that which neither their 
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sentiments nor their common sense would 
ordinarily persuade them to accept. Though 
‘the Soviet system itself may have collapsed 
in ruins, its catchwords and its slogans are 
still alive and kicking — and in continued 
usage by people who would not for one 


moment believe themselves to be the 


instruments of communist purposes. 
The termination of the Monarchy in 
Australia is not ‘inevitable’. It can be 


prevented by Australians who refuse to give © 


in to blackmail of this kind and are deter- 
mined to retain their true national identity, 
traditions and customs. It is not the 
Monarchy itself that is vital to Australia; it 
is the preservation of the symbols of that 
country’s attachment to its heritage — of 
which, as things now stand, the Monarchy 
occupies first place. 

To the would-be architects of the ‘New 
World Order’, Australia is seen as an area 
of vital importance — to be incorporated into 
that order with the greatest possible speed so 
that its mineral wealth, instead of being 
placed at the disposal of the British Race to 
whom it belongs by right of discovery and 
pioneer development, can be used by our 
global masters for internationalist purposes. 
That is why the internationalists are 
determined to get their hands on Australia. 
Flooding the country with Third World 
migrants is one policy directed to that 
purpose. Weakening Australia’s historical 
ties with Britain is another. The big 
resources which in the next few years will 
undoubtedly be placed behind the republican 
campaign will be directed to that end. A 
vital battle is going to be fought in Australia 
during the 1990s, and its outcome will affect 
people far beyond Australia’s shores. 

We in Britain must hope that Australian 
traditionalists will win this battle, for their 
victory is every bit as much in our interests 
„as in their own. 


‘Major’s big worry 


Prime Minister Major let the cat well and 
truly out of the bag when speaking at the EC 
summit in Luxembourg on June 28th. He 
called upon other European leaders to join 
with him in stemming the flow of immig- 
rants into Community countries. No, this is 
not our imagination — Mr. John Major 
actually said this! 


This is the man who, early in his political 


career as a councillor in Brixton, led the 
purge from the local Tory Party of Enoch 
Powell supporters after Powell had made his 
famous ‘Rivers of Blood’ speech in 1968 
warning of the consequences of immigration. 

This is the man who in December 1988, 
in an interview with the left-wing magazine 
Marxism Today, said that the event during 
that year which had had the greatest meaning 
for him was the Hindu Festival of Light, 
which he attended. The festival, he contin- 
ued, illustrated ‘‘how much Britain benefits 
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MAJOR 
After his long record as a multi-racialist, 
he now has the effrontery to warn Europe 
about the need to ‘control’ immigration. 


from the enormous richness of the various 
cultures and traditions of its citizens.” 

This is the man who, shortly after 
assuming the leadership of the Tory Party, 
authorised the imposition of the West Indian 
John Taylor on the party’s Cheltenham 
constituency as its prospective parliamentary 
candidate for the next election, and then 
loudly condemned those Cheltenham Tories 
who did not take kindly to this move. 

And now Mr. Major tells Europe that it 
must take stronger measures to control Third 
World immigration! 

Has our Premier, at this advanced stage in 
his political life, experienced some blinding 
revelation comparable to that of St. Paul on 
the road to Damascus? Has he at last 
decided that immigration is not good for 
Britain or for Europe. Does he actually now 
want to safeguard the racial future of the 
European peoples? It would be comforting to 

SO. 

But all that is really worrying Mr. Major 
is the possible political consequence for 
himself and his party if he is not at least 
seen and heard to be making noises to warn 
people about immigration. For listen to his 
reasons for warning the EC about the need 
for curbs on immigrants. What he said was 
this: - 

“If we fail in our control efforts, we risk 

fuelling the far Right, something we saw in 

Britain in the mid-70s and have kept in 

check.”’ 


So there we have it! What Mr. Major 
recognises is that the British people, who 
have allowed the wool to be pulled over 
their ears for so many years following Mrs. 
Thatcher’s warnings in 1979 about the 
country being ‘swamped’ by alien cultures, 
and by her assurances that the Tories would 
take firm steps to curb further immigration, 
are at long last beginning to wake up. Once 
again they are turning to us nationalists, as 


so many of them did in the 1970s, as they 
realise that they have been conned all along 
by the Tories. Mr. Major is terrified at this 
prospect, and, as Mrs. T. did 12 years ago, 
he is seeking a way to lull them to sleep 
again by renewed rhetoric about the need for 
immigration curbs. 

The Daily Mirror, reporting the Prime 
Minister’s speech the following day saw 
through the spoof immediately, saying that:- 

‘*,..It will be seen by some as a desperate 


ploy to strike a populist chord with voters 
at home who are deserting the Tories.”’ 


Precisely! It is not often that this column 
agrees with the Mirror, but in this case that 
paper has got it spot on. 

Come off it, Mr. Major — your party 
fooled the voters once, but don’t think you 
can get away with it a second time! 


Neil flirts with the truth 

The Labour Party surprised many TV 
viewers by trying on a new image in a party 
political broadcast last month. The first 
visual shot — believe it or not — was a 
Union Jack fluttering in the breeze, a sight 
which must have caused the deepest 
discomfort, if not nausea, to many a party 
stalwart. This was then accompanied by a 
musical background consisting of an excerpt 
from Bizet’s L’Arlésienne — which, if not 
British, at least had a European flavour and 
thereby must have offended some of those 
who believe that it is Labour’s duty only to 
identify itself with the culture of the 
Caribbean. But the really rich part was to 
come. This was when party boss Neil 
Kinnock opened the broadcast with a state- 
ment with which the British National Party 
could not possibly disagree. He said: 
‘*Britain’s greatest asset is its people...” 

We could hardly believe our ears! Had 
Neil at long last seen the light? 

As his theme developed, it was obvious 
that the point he was trying to make was that 
Britain’s people, or at least a great many of 
them, were being thrown on the scrapheap 
and allowed to go to waste because the Tory 
Government could not offer them work nor 
opportunity, because so many were leaving 
universities and colleges with the qualif- 
ications to render valuable services to the 
nation but were rotting in idleness because 
of the inability of the system to put their 
abilities to use in the building up of the 
economy. 

Again, we would not disagree with any of 
this. However, we have to ask the question: 
just what was Mr. Kinnock playing at in the 
choice of his opening words? 

Britain’s greatest asset is its people! For 
such a statement to mean anything it would 
have to imply that Britain possesses a people 
with particularly valuable attributes — attrib- 
utes greater than most other peoples, other- 
wise why would they qualify to be called an 
asset at all? If, as we have always presumed 
Mr. Kinnock and his Labour Party cronies 
to believe, all the peoples of the world are 
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THE MORAL HIGH GROUND 
AND THE GUTTER 


JOHN TYNDALL looks at the strange alliance revealed in 
story on the British National Party 


the Sunday Express 


A FEW WEEKS AGO the British 
National Party was contacted by the 
Sunday Express with the request that we 
co-operate with that paper in a feature it 
proposed to publish on the so-called 
‘extreme right’ in Britain. The paper 
wanted one of its reporters to be 
permitted to travel around with BNP 
activists on some of their activities, and 
also to meet me for the purpose of an 
interview. Of course we consented, since 
no political party, realistically, can afford 
to boycott the press. At the same time, 
equally realistically, we expected the SE to 
do its very damnedest to portray us in the 
worst possible light. Just how the paper 
would treat the BNP was of course 
decided well in advance, and nothing my 
colleagues or I could say or do would 
divert it from its mission to do the 
customary hatchet job. 

The gentleman who appeared to be in 
charge of the operation was a Mr. John 
Ellison, who explained in a letter to us that 
he was a former senior executive of the 
Express Group and that he had recently 
retired but still undertook some assignments 
for its papers. It was duly arranged that he 
would meet an activist team led by Richard 
Edmonds in London’s Brick Lane and then 
shortly afterwards come down to Hove for 
the interview with me. 
= When I met Mr. Ellison I found him to be 
a man approximately in his mid-sixties. He 
was friendly enough but behind the friend- 
liness I detected that air of condescension 
that senior pundits of Fleet Street usually 
adopt towards the likes of ourselves, whom 
in their own minds they no doubt stigmatise 
as ‘crazies’ who have to be humoured a little 
from time to time so that they may allow 
themselves to be subjected to the necessary 
‘psycho-analysis’. 

Mr. Ellison began by saying: ‘‘Now I 
believe you’re known in your party as the 
‘Führer’ ’’ At first I wondered if he was 
joking, but if he was he managed to keep an 
extremely straight face in the process. 
Nevertheless, I could not really believe the 
man was serious in this suggestion, and | 
concluded in my own mind that it was just 
his way of expressing his lofty contempt for 
the lower life he presumed us to be. Had I 
obeyed my immediate inclination I would 
have terminated the interview there and 
then, saying that I had not given up an hour 
of my time to play silly games. Such an 
action, however, though it would have suited 
me personally, would probably not have 
been in the party interest, and so I decided 


not to rise to the bait. I told the interviewer 
that we did not employ foreign expressions 
in the BNP. His bafflement at this answer 
was, I am sure, all part of the act he had 
determined upon, probably well in advance. 

Mr. Ellison clearly had imagined me 
beforehand to be some sort of ranting ‘Alf 
Garnett’ and seemed a little surprised when 
I did not conform to that image. When he 
said to me that I came over as ‘middle 
class’, ‘educated’ and ‘intelligent’ he did so 
in the tones of one who found it difficult to 
conceive of people of such type adhering to 
opinions other than those of the prevailing 
conventional orthodoxy — i.e. the opinions 
that he and all decent and respectable people 
regarded as self-evidently correct. 

This, according to Mr. Ellison, made me 
‘dangerous’ — an expression I recall him 
using more than once during the discussion. 


SELF-RIGHTEOUS ATTITUDE 


As the interview proceeded, it began to 
become clear to me that I was in the 
company of a person of the World War II 
generation whose thinking and outlook had 
been cast thoroughly in the mould of that 
time. In every nuance of his conversation 
with me I could detect the attitude of one 
possessed of an absolute assurance that he 
occupied the moral high ground and was 
speaking down to a heretic whose thinking 
was utterly beyond the pale and against 
whom society therefore had to be defended. 
His own mission, no doubt, was to con- 
tribute something to that defence by 
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exposing me and my associates for the awful 
people that we were. It was difficult to 
suppress a chuckle in the face of this display 
of supreme self-righteousness. 

‘Now about repatriation,’’ the inter- 
viewer said, ‘‘are you actually saying that 
this must be compulsory?’’ When given an 
affirmative answer, he expostulated: ‘‘That 
sounds very totalitarian.” 

Totalitarian! That was really priceless — 
as an accusation levelled at a party which 
every week of the year was accustomed to 
being the victim of some oppressive measure 
or other. ‘‘If you want to talk to me about 
totalitarianism,” I replied, ‘‘why don’t we 
talk about the denial to our party of the hire 
of meeting halls by one local authority after 
another up and down the country — the 
denial to us of what is supposed to be one of 
the most basic freedoms: freedom of ass- 
embly? Why don’t we talk about the impris- 
onment of people, such as myself and the 
editor of our party newspaper, merely for 
speaking out against the coloured invasion of 
our country. Aren’t those measures totalit- 
arian?’’ It was clear that Mr. Ellison did not 
want to talk about this, for he quickly 
changed the subject. 

I was later left reflecting on these two 
words that had been used by the Sunday 
Express man with great emphasis during the — 
interview, in one case repeatedly: the words 
‘totalitarian’ and ‘dangerous’. So he 


considered me to be dangerous. Why? 


Apparently because I had political views 
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very different to his own. Well, by the same 
token he evidently had political views very 
different to mine. But that did not lead me to 
regard him as ‘dangerous’. I just regarded 
him as a person of dissimilar opinions, 
nothing more. Isn’t that what it is all 
supposed to be about — this wonderful 
‘democracy’: the mutual tolerance by people 
of each other, notwithstanding that their 
opinions are different? And yet, while I 
regard the likes of this newspaperman as no 
more than a person whose opinions are 
different to mine, he regards me, for the 
same reason, as dangerous! Which of these 
two attitudes is the more totalitarian? Yet it 
must be people like me, and others of the 
British National Party, who are the ‘totalit- 
arians’. What games can be played with 
‘words! 

I have met a great many journalists in my 

time, practically all of them hostile to what 
I stand for. Some of them have been the 
very vilest specimens — those of the rabidly 
left-wing variety in particular. The gentle- 
man from the Sunday Express was not one 
whom I would put into this category. 
Throughout, he was courteous; and at no 
time did he display towards me any obvious 
personal antagonism. At the same time his 
manner was that of one utterly consumed by 
a sense of the moral rectitude of his own 
- viewpoint, and of the moral impropriety of 
the opposing viewpoint which I was endeav- 
ouring to explain to him. I was, as stated, 
‘dangerous’ — because my opinions were so 
evidently shocking and awful, and further- 
more because, it would seem, they were 
expounded in an articulate way which 
sinisterly camouflaged their shockingness 
and awfulness from those not thoroughly on 
their guard. Hence the need for brave 
knights on shining white horses, such as 
journalists of the Sunday Express, to sound 
warnings to the innocent and unsuspecting 
British public in case it may be beguiled! 

After this encounter, I compared 
impressions of the newspaperman in question 
with my colleague Richard Edmonds, and 
we found that each of us had reached 
virtually identical conclusions. We waited 
with interest to see what would appear in the 
Sunday Express on the day. i 


INFILTRATOR’S LIES 


As it turned out, the story about the BNP 
came in two instalments. First there was the 
report on the doings of our activists in Brick 
Lane and other places in London, and then 
on the following Sunday there was the 
account of the interview with me. But, 
somewhat to our surprise, the former item 
did not appear under the name of Mr. John 
Ellison but was penned by a Mr. Brian 
Duffy. Mr. Duffy recounted with evident 
self-satisfaction that he had in fact ‘infil- 
trated’ the BNP by pretending to be a 
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sympathiser and actually taking out member- 
ship. That much of his story was true; little 
else was. He proceeded to relate his exper- 
iences with such resort to lying and fabric- 
ation that one was left wondering if he was 
the product of some communist training 
school. 

The fiction began with a quotation from 
an alleged statement made in a speech by 
Richard Edmonds at a meeting in Mitcham, 
Surrey, where the BNP recently set up a 
new group. ‘‘Niggers,’” Mr. Edmonds was 
reported as saying, ‘‘are animal scum.’’ I 
did not need to ask RE whether he actually 
used these words, for I knew he would 
never have done so — quite apart from other 
considerations, it would have been to invite 
certain prosecution under the race laws. I 
nevertheless did ask him about the matter, 
just to put it on record that I had done so. 
Of course he replied negatively, as I knew 
he would. 

In another part of the story, British 
Nationalist editor John Morse was reported 
by Duffy as saying to him: ‘‘The typical 
nigger is stupid scum.’’ Mr. Morse in fact 
said nothing of the kind, as he later told me. 

In one place this Sunday Express man 
really let his imagination run riot. This was 
where he related that BNP members, when 
travelling with him in a van to the party’s 
Welling Bookshop after a leaflet drive, had 
been singing a song called ‘Belsen was a 
gas’. The later testimony of those present on 
the occasion established clearly that this was 
the purest fiction. No such a rendition ever 
took place. Nor did it do so at the Bookshop 
when, according to Mr. Duffy, party 
members there had been singing the ‘Horst 
Wessel’ song (the Nazi anthem) in his 
presence. More fiction. 


WHO WAS SECRETIVE? 


Throughout his report on the BNP, Mr. 
Duffy strove constantly to give the impress- 
ion that the party’s activities took place in an 
atmosphere shrouded in conspiracy and 
secrecy, with ‘sinister’ meetings, and so on. 
For instance, ‘‘Organised behind a veil of 
secrecy, the BNP is trying to establish a 
network of of racism throughout the 
country.” And: ‘‘I infiltrated the party’s 
secret headquarters to uncover its activities 
and expose the organisers.’ All of this, to 
the average Sunday Express reader, was no 
doubt intended to convey what a supremely 
clever, brave and resourceful fellow was 
Mr. Brian Duffy for succeeding in all these 
exploits. To those with some knowledge of 
the BNP, however, the claims were 
laughable. Party meetings are entirely out in 
the open — except in as much as premises 
usually have to be hired under covert names 
because, in the great ‘democracy’ of which 
Messrs. Duffy and Ellison have set them- 
selves up as protectors, patriotic organis- 
ations find it almost impossible to rent 
meeting places under their own names. 

This procedure apart, nothing the BNP 
does is in any way ‘secret’. As for a ‘secret 
headquarters’, the party’s Bookshop (not a 


headquarters, by the way) is publicised 
clearly in both this magazine and its 
companion British Nationalist — see page 16 
of one and page 6 of the other. And why 
talk about ‘exposing’ the organisers? They 
do not need exposing, for their identities are 
clearly known — except in a few cases 
where they would suffer victimisation in 
their jobs were their BNP connections to be 
out in the open. This is another of the 
features of the ‘democracy’ we live under 
and which Mr. Ellison seems to believe is 
threatened by the ‘totalitarianism’ of the 
BNP! 

Mr. Brian Duffy, in an article designed to 
portray the British National Party as secret- 
ive and covert, in fact revealed that the 
greatest element of secrecy in the whole 
business was his own attempt to insinuate 
himself into the confidence of party organ- 
isers and activists by pretending to be a 
nationalist supporter instead of announcing 
himself for what he was: an enemy journalist. 
assigned to do a hatchet job on us. In the 
light of his own efforts to conceal his 
identity and purpose from those he met, his 
strictures against the BNP for the ‘secrecy’ 
of its operations come over as nothing short 
of comic. 

Even this, however, might be deemed 
acceptable if Mr. Duffy had practised just a 
bit of elementary honesty in the writing up 
of his story. But, as I have indicated, the 
story was riddled throughout with nasty little 
fabrications which reveal the story as gutter 
journalism at its worst. 


STRANGE ASSOCIATION 


Reading the lies of Mr. Brian Duffy and 
remembering the high moral tone of his 
colleague Mr. Ellison, I am left wondering 
whether the latter gentleman really feels 
proud to be associated with a report which 
descends to these depths of deceit and 
dishonesty. Mr. Ellison’s own contribution 
to the two-part feature did not contain any 
such inventions — that has to be acknow- 
ledged. What he attributed me as saying to 
him was near enough wiiat I did say, though 
his report, like the interview which produced 
it, was interlarded with silliness and 
banality. For instance, in one part he said of 
me that: ‘‘He denies that the house (my 
home) is full of nazi memorabilia, but 
admits that he tries to cloak his identity at 
his daughter’s private school for fear that 
she might be victimised.’’ What in fact I 
said to the man was that I preferred my 
daughter not to be photographed with me by 
the paper, as at first requested, because of 
the possibility that she could be subsequently 
embarrassed at school. I do not think that 
this misquoting amounts to anything more 
than pure sloppy journalism punctuated by 
an incomprehensible non sequitur — just 
how the matter of nazi memorabilia leads 
into that of my daughter’s education escapes 
me, but of course I am not privy to what 
goes on in the minds of Sunday Express 
journalists. 
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The question of the nazi memorabilia was 
put to me in rather the same way as that 
concerning my alleged title of ‘Fuhrer’. It 
was so depressingly silly as hardly to 
deserve the dignity of an answer at all. I 
took it as being just another part of the 
technique of taking the conversation out of 
the realm of serious discussion of contemp- 
orary British problems and debasing it to a 
level considered suitable to the average 
Sunday Express reader, whom of course the 
editor and writers of that paper almost 
certainly regard with wholehearted contempt. 
The question of the memorabilia arose after 
I had chosen to speak to Mr. Ellison at a 
cafe near my home rather than at the home 
itself. This, the gentleman hinted, might be 
because I was afraid of him seeing my coll- 
ection of the said memorabilia! It was 
difficult to know whether to laugh or cry at 
this absurdity, but in the end I contented 
myself with suggesting to Mr. Ellison that, 
just supposing such imagined items were 
present in my home (which I can assure 
readers of this article they are not!), it 
would be a simple matter for me to remove 
them from sight in the event of his visiting 
the place. Whether that little piece of logic 
got through to him was not clear. 


CONTRAST 


Thinking back over the episode of this 
Sunday Express story, I am left ruminating 
over the contrast between these two repres- 
entatives of our ‘free’ press. On the one 
hand was a journalist of the old school, on 
the other a scribbler of today’s generation. I 


happened myself to meet Mr. Duffy briefly 


at our Bookshop two days before he exposed 
himself in his report. About thirtyish, he 
appeared every inch a leftist, and whether or 
‘not this is his actual ideological orientation 


he most certainly shows in what he writes a 
left-wing reporter’s utter lack of respect for 
the truth. | 

Mr. Ellison, on the other hand, would 
probably not like to dirty his hands by such 
blatantly fabricated reporting. At the same 
time I doubt whether he would be unduly 
bothered if he knew it had occurred. The 
majority of his generation have been so 
obsessed about the ‘evil’ of what they like to 
call ‘fascism’ that they have been prepared 
to condone almost any degree of vileness, 
underhandedness and lack of scruple in 
combatting it. Just as the ‘liberal-demo- 
cratic’ West made common cause with the 
gangsters of the Kremlin in World War II, 
so would today’s upholders of good old 
British ‘fair play’ and ‘decency’ be not 
above acting as the bedfellows of marxist 
revolutionaries in the task of ensuring that 
the contemporary ‘world order’ be protected 
against all those perceived to be a threat to 
it — ‘dangerous’ people like me and my 
BNP associates, for instance! 

Mr. John Ellison of the Sunday Express is 
a person who does not appear to be unduly 
troubled by the ‘totalitarianism’ of local 
authorities in Britain which refuse to hire 
meeting halls to our party and thus deprive 
it of its rights of assembly, nor by the 
‘totalitarianism’ of a Government that 
imprisons people for what they write in 
political journals. But he is clearly shocked 
and outraged by the ‘totalitarianism’ of a 
policy of obligatory resettlement overseas of 
Britain’s ethnic minorities. In one part of his 
report he refers to some aspects of the BNP 
being ‘odious’, yet he probably would not 
consider as ‘odious’ the deliberate false- 
hoods concocted by his collaborator Mr. 
Duffy for the purpose of portraying our 
party in the disreputable light in which it 


was obviously the assignment of the two of 
them to portray it. 

Mr. Ellison is one of those guardians of 
the established order of things in Britain who. 
walk the world convinced that they occupy 
the moral high ground. I have met so many 
of them in the course of my time as a 
political activist that I know the type only 
too well. 

Mr. Duffy, on the other hand, is one of 
those creatures who inhabit that twilight 
world of journalism where ‘‘anything goes’’ 
in the pursuit of a good story that will boost 
circulation. When he, as he does in his 
article, states that he ‘‘had to sit through 
speeches, conversations and jokes so violent 
and sick I have felt like retching,’’ he is 
obviously quite cynically writing just for 
effect — saying what his editor wants to hear 
and what the latter in turn wants the readers 
of the paper to hear. That he is telling the 
most reprehensible lies quite obviously 
cannot disturb his conscience in the slightest, 
let alone induce him to ‘retch’ — so that we 
can take his resort to words such as this for 
precisely what it is: a piece of verbal exhib- 
itionism not supported by the munutest 
sincerity of feeling. 

This then is the strange alliance of 
apparent opposites that confront us in their 
mutual hatred of everything we stand for: 
the alliance of the moral high ground and the 
gutter, of the canting liberal sermoniser and 
the occupant of the journalictic sewers. It is 
an interesting phenomenon. At the same 
time it is valuable to us as an education in 
the ways of the society we challenge. 

Doubtless, these two reporters feel highly 
satisfied that they have told their readers a 
great deal about our movement. But for my 
money they have told us a great deal more 
about themselves and the twilight world they 
represent. | 


WHO'S FOR HANGING NOW? 


The burning contemporary relevance of Arthur Miller's 
The Crucible, as seen by NIGEL JACKSON 


THE current Melbourne’ Theatre 
Company production of The Crucible, 
directed by Roger Hodgman at the 
Playhouse in the Victorian Arts Theatre, 
has rightly been reviewed very favourably 
by Andrew Rutherford in The Australian 
(May 13th) and by Leonard Radic in The 
Age (May 14th); but neither reviewer has 
shown the slightest awareness of three 
great ironies associated with this play and 
its theatrical history. 

Leonard Radic correctly states that The 
Crucible is ‘‘great drama’’ and that the 
American theatre ‘‘has produced few plays 
this century with its sheer theatrical power 
and intensity.’ But The Crucible is even 
more than this: it is among the greatest plays 
ever written; it is a deeply inspired work 
which contains much greater meaning than 


its author, Arthur Miller, ever realised; and, 
like George Orwell’s Nineteen-eighty-four, it 
is one of those few artistic productions 
which cast a burning light on the central 
political cancer of our times. 

And what of the three great ironies? In the 
first place, although The Crucible is written 
by a self-proclaimed agnostic humanist 
thoroughly sceptical of the reality of super- 
natural forces and black magic, it brings the 
power of Evil onto the stage with a greater 
intensity even than, say, Shakespeare’s 
MacBeth. This evil cannot be pointed to in 
any particular line or action; but it can be 
felt in a great production. It was most 
ominously present in Graeme Henry’s 
version at the University of Melbourne in 
1963; it was so obviously manifested in the 
MTC version, probably because the director 


himself and many of his actors share 
\Miller’s scepticism. 

It should be noted that black magic really 
was being practised in the Salem woods by 
Tituba and the girls; it should also be noted 
that not only did Abigail drink blood to 
work a spell against Elizabeth Proctor’s life, 
but that she came near to succeeding, only 
being frustrated by an unexpected preg- 
nancy. 

Whatever these foolish or corrupt females 
thought they were doing, they did succeed in 
invoking a tourbillon of Evil into the midst 
of their community; but, as is always the 
case, the whirlwind of Evil caused different 
destruction than that envisgaed, engulfing 
them in its fallout. 

It is one of the greatest values of The 
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Crucible that it shows a supernatural power 
of Evil at work behind the more easily 
visible world of human social, political and 
theological conflict. This dread reality was 
well symbolised by the set of the MTC 
production, desisgned by Tony Tripp: a 
huge and sinister pine forest, filled with 
brooding darkness. 


LINK WITH McCARTHY 


The second great irony: concerns the 
play’s historical link with the life of 
American Senator Joseph R. McCarthy. 


MILLER 
His play took a swipe at the alleged right- 
wing ‘Inquisition’ but did not anticipate 
today’s far worse Inquisition by the 
‘liberal’ establishment against non-con- 
formists (mostly themselves of the Right) 


Both the aforementioned newspaper critics 
paid the usual ritual obeisances to the 
current fraudulent myth about that great, 
though perhaps less than perfect, patriot. 
‘< Arthur Miller wrote it in the early 1950s at 
the height of the McCarthy hearings. This, 
Miller was to say later, was a time of 
hysteria and political terrorism, deliberately 
engineered by forces of the Right.’’ 

So wrote Leonard Radic. And Andrew 
Rutherford commented: ‘‘Arthur Miller’s 
representation of the Salem witch trials is 
sometimes regarded simply as a transparent 
allegory of McCarthyism, which it is...” 
Neither of the reviewers expresses the 
slightest doubt but that Senator McCarthy 
was a villain comparable to the persecutors 
of innocent Salem citizens in The Crucible. 

The MTC File for Schools lays it on 
much thicker. After brief hostile references 
to McCarthy by Arthur Miller (page 14) and 
Zoe Wanamaker (page 22), the File really 
hits into McCarthy on pages 50 to 52, its 
theme being ‘‘the persecution of alleged 
communists in the McCarthy era.’’ From the 
Introduction to the Collected Plays we are 
given this:- 

“It was not only the rise of McCarthyism 

which moved Miller to write The Crucible, 

but also the fact that a political, objective, 
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knowledgeable campaign from the far 
Right was capable of creating not only a 
terror but a new subjective reality. 
‘Thought itself was paralysed during this 
period and elemental decencies common a 
year or two before were forgotten. Those 
in charge went about their mission with a 
holy zeal convinced that they were saving 
America from a fate worse than death — 
communism... 

‘‘People were being robbed of their human 
nature, just as they had been in Nazi 
Germany. Having attended the war trials in 
Frankfurt, Miller was aware of how easily 
this could happen.”’ 


It should be noticed that a conservative 
patriot is here linked with nazism. There 
will be more to say about this later. 

Then from Naming Names by Victor 
Navasky we read the following:- 


‘McCarthy solved the problem of 
American helplessness with a stroke. He 
said America was being infiltrated by the 
enemy. He gave the problem a focus, 
albeit a totally false one. 

‘*Twenty years of conservative frustration 
with contemporary America was unleashed 
until, like the girls in Salem, McCarthy 
was in a position of such incredible 
authority that the greatest people in the 
land shuddered at the thought that their 
names might fall from his sniggering lips. 
‘‘No-one was safe.” 


And the file also offers a photograph of 
the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities 1948, which makes them look like 
most undelectable gangsters. An earlier 
photograph of Senator McCarthy and his 
aide Roy Cohn is equally unflattering. 


THE OTHER SIDE 

OF THE PICTURE 

-= A very different estimation of Senator 
McCarthy is provided by Prince Michael 
Sturdza, former Rumanian Foreign Minister 
before the Communists seized his country, 
in Betrayal by Rulers. Sturdza sees the 
opponents of McCarthy as ‘‘the anti-anti- 
communists and one-worlder civilians 
concentrated in the State Department, the 
Pentagon, the White House and the United 
Nations . Secretariat’? (page 56). 
comments on the pro-Soviet sympathies of 
successive US administrations, thus:- 

‘They have done it and do it by the 

unforgivable tolerance with which shadowy 

personalities, fellow-travellers and 
downright communists have been entrusted 
with the most confidential positions in 
administrative, foreign and information 
services and secret technical offices. They 
have done it and do it by deriding, fighting 
and cruelly persecuting — sometimes to the 
grave and beyond it — such honest, right- 
minded American patriots as Senator 

Josepth R. McCarthy, who have tried...to 

eliminate those dangerous elements from 

America’s political life” (page 78). 

Sturdza adds that the same Eisenhower 
administration which destroyed McCarthy 
‘‘also brought Fidel Castro to power in 
Cuba’’ (page 149). He then attacks the 
fraudulent myth surrounding McCarthy:- 


‘‘The power of persuasion of the national 


He. 


and international news media is such that 
today world opinion is convinced that 
Senator McCarthy was censured by a 
Senate majority of 67 to 22 for making 
unjust accusations against innocent persons 
during the investigation of subversive 
activities and treasonable behaviour of 
individuals and associations which he led. 
The truth is quite different. Not all the 
efforts of the Senate Investigating 
Committee could prove that any of the 
Senator’s accusations was unfounded. So, 
because President Eisenhower and the 
forces which had brought him to power had 
decided that McCarthy must be condemned 
anyhow, he was censured for abusing and 
insulting the Committee during 
investigation. The specific ‘insult’ for 
which he was censured was the following 
question asked by the exasperated Senator: 
‘Don’t you see that you are helping the 
communists?’ The censure was, in 
President Eisenhower’s words of congrat- 
ulation to the chairman of the Committee, 
who was invited to the White House 
expressly to receive them, ‘A job well 
done’ ” (page 206). 


This view of Senator McCarthy is supp- 
orted by that of Wilmot Robertson in The 
Dispossessed Majority. Robertson asserts 
that the ‘diabolisation’ of McCarthy was a 
glaring example of media distortion (page 
86). He condemns ‘‘the anti-McCarthy 
hysteria’’ (page 397) and comments wryly 
on the way in which McCarthy’s important 
accusation of treason against General 
Marshall was not received warmly (page 
109). Most tellingly, Robertson adds:- 


‘‘McCarthyism, the media intoned, had 
made America a land of fear and trembling. 
But just who was fearful? It always took 
much more courage to say a good word for 
McCarthy than to denounce him’’ (page 
463). 


Another authority worth citing is 
Professor Revilo P. Oliver, who remarks in 
his America’s Decline: the Education of a 
Conservative on the similarity of injustice 
afforded Whittaker Chambers (who den- 
ounced the communist traitor Alger Hiss) 
and McCarthy:- 


“To return to 1955: the very fact that 
Chambers could be so vilely traduced by 
our enemies’ hirelings and a chorus of 
pseudo-intellectual witlings was proof of 
alien control of the channels of quotidian 
communication. And the fact that Senator 
McCarthy’s mild and almost tentative 
efforts to explore the periphery of treason 
had failed to evoke massive and irresistible 
support was proof that our national 
consciousness had been paralysed by some 
malefic spell imposed by agencies of great 
power. In other words, the US was no 
longer an independent country, having been 
clandestinely occupied by its enemies” 


(page 60). 

Professor Oliver added (page 61) that 
McCarthy, over-confident that the American 
people would support him, ‘‘drastically 
underestimated the power of our domestic 
enemies,’’ despite being warned by a CIA 
colonel that they would ruin him if he 
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persisted in annoying them. 

This second great irony of The Crucible, 
then, is that its persecutors are wrongly 
linked with a victim, and not a persecutor, 
in the McCarthy context. The MTC product- 
ion’s Ominous encirclement of pine trees 
stands symbolically, not only for the power 
of Evil, but for those unseen political forces, 
of immense wealth and influence, which 
crushed McCarthy when he began to oppose 
their lackeys. Miller, like many of the Salem 
citizens in the play, got it the wrong way 
round — quite probably unknowingly; and 
the MTC, also probably unwittingly, has 
reported the error. All this is not to claim 
that McCarthy was totally without fault; he 
may well have been, for example, an 
abrasive, bull-headed sort of man. 


TODAY: WHO ARE THE 
PERSECUTORS AND WHO ARE 
THE PERSECUTED? 


The third great irony connected to The 
Crucible relates to our own times and to 
current political events in Australia as well 
as overseas. Who are the ‘witches’ today 
and who are their persecutors? Andrew 
Rutherford came up with a ‘safe’ answer:- 


**Witch hunts continue in parts of America, 
only now it is presumed child-molesters 
who are jailed after a minimal display of 
justice; and they’ll be finding reds under 
the bed in Eastern Europe for a long 
time.” 


Maybe. But neither Rutherford, nor 


Radic, nor the MTC production (whether on. 


stage or in the File for Schools) has dared to 
point to the real parallel in Australia (and 
elsewhere) today with the Salem witch trials. 
Perhaps they genuinely have not noticed it; 
if not, that is a testimony to the media brain- 
washing referred to by Sturdza, Robertson 
and Oliver. 

It must be remembered that the word 
‘witch’ carries several very different connot- 
ations: - 


@ An adherent of the ‘Old Religion’ of 
Goddess worship described so well in The 
White Goddess by Robert Graves. 

@ A practitioner of White Magic, whether 
using the Kabbalah or some other system. 

@ A practiser of Black Magic, deliberately 
seeking to invoke Evil power (which is 
well described by the British psychiatrist 
Arthur Guirdham in Obsession and his 
many other books) and to injure other 
people. 

@ A charlatan, a person who pretends to be 
a witch or even wrongly believes that he 
or she is a witch, but who has no capacity 
to work the craft. 


@ A hanger-on, a person attending activities 
connected with other witches or alleged 
witches. 


We need to look for the most feared 
insult-words in our own society if we are to 
find the present living context of The 
Crucible. And, as analysis of the word 
‘witch’ has just shown, these insult-words 
may have no truth when applied to some 


McCARTHY 
He was accused of ‘witch hunts’ but his 
allegations against communist infiltrators 
US life were never properly refuted. 


persons, some truth when applied to others 

and full truth when applied to yet others. 
In my view, these insult-words include the 

following:- 

@ Nazi. 

@ Neo-Nazi. 

@ Anti-Semite. 

@ Fascist. 

@ Racist. 


No-one will deny that some unpleasant 
human beings have existed and will continue 
to exist who deserve to be called by these 
names, just as there really are most 
unpleasant practisers of Black Magic and 
Satanism. But there are also many honour- 
able and decent citizens who are at present 
quite wickedly stigmatised by these labels — 
because they have dared to oppose those 
sinister forces which for seventy years lay 
behind their creature, Communism, and 
which are seeking now to create a ‘New 
World Order’ (as they call it), which in fact 
will be a totalitarian world state, a tyranny 
for an internationalist élite whose main 
weapon is the usurious financial system, one 
result of which is the current depression in 
Australia. 

It was these forces which persecuted 
Whittaker Chambers and Senator Joseph 
McCarthy, while protecting their various 
lackeys and stooges, whether communist or 
others. 


PENETRATING ANALYSIS 


One of the most penetrating analyses of 
the corruption of modern politics by a semi- 
secret élite is contained in a novel, The Ten 
Symphonies of Gorka König by Ian Dallas. 
Dallas, a Scot and former BBC playwright, 


is a musical expert whose latest book is The 


New Wagnerian. He is also an initiated 
Moslem sheikh whose personal spiritual 
quest is beautifully described in The Book of 
Strangers. Writing under his Moslem name, 
Shaykh Abdal-Quadir el-Murabit, Dallas had 
this to say in an essay entitled ‘For the 
Coming man’:- 
‘‘So the prejudicial background of fifty 
years of indoctrination coming from 
America warning people against ever 
thinking anything bad about the Jews for 
fear of being branded as fascists, which has 
now become a form of social banishment in 
the new democratic systems of the West, 
assured that there would never be any 
‘erious intellectual critique, let alone 
opposition, to the monetarist élite. For the 
undeniable fact of the matter is that a 
highly significant proportion of the current 
power élite are not only Jews but also a 
very interconnected and sophisticated 
group, who both have a commonality of 
interest and also utilise the same mass 
media to project their image. The problem 
— and it is a dangerous problem, despite 
the myths of ‘freedom of speech and 
opinion’ — facing those who wish to make 
a serious sociological analysis and political 
critique of world banking, the financial 
institutions and monetary networking in this 
epoch is that they are warned off by the 
activation of the ongoing racist dialectic, 
which is sustained by the mass media and 
staged show-trials of now octogenarian 
Nazis, as well as a constant flood of 
propaganda material from Hollywood, with 
world distribution filling generation after 
generation with mostly quite fictional 
versions of what life was like for the noble 
Jews under the brutal Nazis’’ (pages 47- 
48). | | 
In short, the current insult-words, which 
are the equivalent of ‘witch’ in-Salem in 


1692, are a smokescreen behind which 
usurious tyrants operate. 


THE NEW WITCH HUNTS 


And these tyrants have already begun to 
operate their witch hunts. As well as the 
disgraceful ‘war crimes’ trials of very aged 
men 40-50 years after the event, they are 
now setting up legislation to penalise by 
heavy fines or gaol sentences those who may 
be called (justly or unjustly) ‘nazis’, ‘racists’ 
or ‘anti-Semites’. Those who propound 
unwelcome reassessments of recent history 
will be punished under other insult categ- 
ories such as ‘revisionist historians’ or 
‘Holocaust deniers’. In America, John 
Demjanjuk was wickedly deprived of his 
civil liberties and deported to Israel, which 
then proceeded to stage a _ show-trial 
denounced by many eminent authorities such 
as Count Nikolai Tolstoy and Lord Denning. 
An 86-year-old man was deported to Yugo- 
slavia in a particularly notable act of 
inhumanity because of being suspected of 
‘war crimes’ there. In Canada Ernst Zundel 
has been persecuted and imprisoned. In 
Sweden Dittlieb Felderer was imprisoned. In 
Britain in 1986 John Tyndall and John 
Morse were imprisoned. In Germany Thies 
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Christophersen was imprisoned, while Judge 
Wilhelm Staglich had his university 
doctorate retrospectively revoked and the 
plates of his book The Auschwitz Myth 
seized and destroyed by special government 
decree. In France Professor Robert 
Faurisson was heavily fined and almost 
bashed to death by thugs, while Henri 
Roques had his doctorate of philosophy (the 
thesis for which casts serious doubt on the 
‘gas chambers’ accusations against the 
Nazis) cancelled by special decree of the 
French Government. In Britain again, the 
trialling of geriatric Nazis (or imagined 
Nazis) is thought to be so important that the 
House of Commons has twice overruled the 
House of Lords on the matter. And in 
Australia... 


In Australia there already exists legislation 
against ‘racial vilification’ in Western 
Australia and New South Wales. In Victoria 
the Attorney General has set up a committee 
to pave the way for similar legislation. 
Finally, the Human Rights and Equal Oppor- 
tunity Commission has just published a 
report on ‘racist violence’, with 64 
recommendations including new criminal 
laws against ‘‘inciting racial hostility’? and 
other ersatz ‘crimes’ which could obviously 
be interpreted very widely, thus depriving 
Australians of free speech on all sorts of 
topics connected with race. Citizens who 
wish Australia to remain a predominantly 
European or even Anglo-Celtic nation may 
find themselves unable to express and 
campaign for their views, not because they 
are ‘racists’ (though that is what they will be 
called) but because they are opposing a 
worldwide policy of the internationalist élite, 


which is to emasculate strong nations (such 
as the British, the Germans and the 
Afrikaners) by forcing upon them (there 
were no referenda on the topic in Britain or 
Australia) large numbers of ethnically alien 
immigrants, or else by forcing them into 
political amalgamation with incompatible 
ethnic groups. 

And at the present time the voices avail- 
able to oppose this new worldwide Inquis- 
ition, in Australia and overseas, are very 
few indeed — because the inquisitors control 
the mass media, the financial institutions, the 
main political parties and the pseudo- 
sovereign national governments. Brave 
indeed is the John Proctor, the Rebecca 
Nurse, the Giles Corey of 1991, who sets 
out publicly to oppose them. 


NIGEL JACKSON, the writer of this 
article, is a schoolmaster living in 
Melbourne, Australia. 


BASIC REQUIREMENTS FOR 


POLITICAL 


VICTORY 


Many patriots’ obsession with their role as ‘educators’, 
says C.B. BAKER, blinds them to the fact that their struggle 
will be won or lost in the arena of politics 


The following article was first printed in 
Council on Public Affairs Digest, obtain- 
able from PO Box 3124, Salmon Arm, BC 
VIE 4R9, Canada, though the original 
author was American, writing for 
Americans. We reproduce the article here 
because we feel that much of it has 
relevance for readers of our magazine 
engaged in the promotion of the British 
National Party. The article is followed by a 
postscript by the Editor of Spearhead. 


WHY are most patriots politically ineff- 
ective? The answer to that question lies in 
the use and misuse of three key words: 
political, centrality and salience. 

The word ‘political’ is an adjective 

meaning ‘‘exercising or seeking power in 
governmental or public affairs of a state.” 
Unfortunately, far too many patriots confuse 
the word education with the word politics. 
The theory of teaching people ‘‘and the truth 
shall make them free’’ only works if people 
are interested in the truth. 
‘ The hard working, decent patriotic folk of 
America (and Canada) who spend their 
efforts trying to restore Constitutional 
Government by spreading the word about 
such evils as the Federal Reserve, Political 
Zionism, UN One-Worldism and the like are 
engaged in a noble educational crusade. 
However correct and honourable the goals, 
this educational crusade, by its very nature, 
is non-political, and often becomes anti- 
political. 
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There are millions of Americans (and 
Canadians) who are basically alienated from 
the corrupt liberal-elitist system. In order to 
reach these forgotten people, it is necessary 
to speak the language of the man in the 
street. While patriots have miserably failed 
in politics trying to educate people as to the 
facts and details behind America’s problems, 
men like Harry Truman and George Wallace 
have succeeded by speaking the language of 
the ‘little man’. 

The unpleasant fact is that most of these 
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alienated people are just not interested in 
being educated about abstract ideas and 
massive compilations of historical details. 
The average American (and Canadian) is 
mainly concerned with his personal 
problems and usually becomes politically 

Contd. on next page 


THE U.S.S. LIBERTY 
The attack on this ship by the Israelis 
created one brief moment when Zionism 
became, in the author’s words, ‘salient’ 
with the American public, i.e. it created 
an issue over which millions of people 
felt deeply affected. 
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interested only when outside events 
impinge on his personal preoccupations. 

Regardless of the needs and interests of 
these forgotten citizens, patriots continue to 
espouse the ‘‘I’d rather be right than win’’ 
ethic. This moral self-righteous delusion is, 
in reality, an attitude of defeatism. 

By our very commitment to the cause of 
saving our country, we are engaged in war 
with the criminal elitist enemies of America. 
As General MacArthur said: ‘‘In war, there 
is no substitute for victory.’’ Those who 
piously refuse to do anything but ‘educate’ 
are actually making a substitute for victory. 


EXCUSE FOR FAILURE 


The American and Canadian Right have 
not experienced political failure simply 
because of the numerous conspiracies 
working to destroy their countries. In fact, 
these conspiracies often serve as a con- 
venient excuse to explain away rightist 
defeats. The largest obstacle against a 
patriotic victory lies within the non-political 
thinking of most patriots themselves. 

The word ‘centrality’ refers to the holding 
of an elongated general preoccupation with 
certain issues. Numerous conservatives (a 
word which in the United States, though not 
in Britain, is often taken to mean nation- 


alists and patriots. Ed.) are so obsessed with 
their favourite issue that they are almost 
totally disinterested in the real political 
questions of the day. The UN, the causes of 
World Wars I and II, the history of the 
Federal Reserve, and the sinister origins of 
the French Revolution are typical areas of 
rightist centrality. 

Unfortunately, most of the time. the 
general public turns its back on these issues. 
Therefore, the patriot with an all-encomp- 
assing centrality (limited to a few areas of 
interest not usually held by the man in the 
street) is bound to fail. 

‘Salience’ means a sudden and brief 
shifting of interest to a certain area. Zionism 
became salient with the general public when 
the Zionists attacked the USS Liberty and 
when the Zionists shot down an unarmed 
passenger plane killing over 100 innocent 
people. 

At these and other such times, the interest 
areas of centrality held by a few dedicated 
patriots and the interest areas of temporary 
salience held by the (usually uninterested) 
public coincide. The short-lived convergence 
of patriotic centrality and public salience 
marks the only time that patriots are ever 
able to gain the attention of the general 
public. 

It is another unfortunate fact of reality that 


Editor's postscript 


THE FOREGOING ARTICLE by Mr. 
C.B. Baker should be read carefully by 
every activist engaged in the struggle for 
British Nationalism, for the advice he 
gives to his own compatriots is equally 
applicable to the situation in this country. 
It is very easy for those of us who have 
been occupied in the patriotic movement 
here to recognise the type of person and 
the type of thinking described by Mr. 
Baker when he speaks of those who are 
“so obsessed’ with their favourite issue 
that they are almost totally disinterested 
in the real political questions of the day.” 
Much too much of the activity and writing 


that we have witnessed in our movement. 


over the past few decades have born the 
stamp of people who fit exactly this 
category. 

At the same time, we should not regard 
Mr. Baker’s strictures as rules to be 
followed 100 per-cent — and for these 
reasons. 

Every successful mobilisation of mass 
support for political action, though its 
propaganda has been addressed, quite 
correctly, to grievances understood and felt 
by the man in the street, has required for its 
organisation leadership cadres consisting of 
people of much higher political conscious- 
ness, whose motivation for action is of a 
very different order from that of the masses 
who are to be mobilised. 

While Mr. Baker states, again quite 


correctly, that the man in the street is not 
interested in the United Nations, the causes 
of World Wars I and II or the sinister 
origins of the French Revolution, it is 
absolutely essential that those leading him 
towards political action are interested in 
such matters and properly understand them 
— for if this is not the case they will not 
possess the required recognition of the 
deeper causes of the currents of national and 
world events which we must reverse, and 
thus will therefore probably not even want 
to reverse them in the first place; nor will 
they be in the slightest bit capable, in the 
event of our political victory, of giving 
effect to the changes needed to rectify the 
manifest wrongs by which the man in the 
street is affected. 


THE MASS AND THE ELITE 


Mr. Baker says that the average individual 
is ‘‘mainly concerned with his personal 
problems and usually becomes politically 
interested only when outside events impinge 
upon his personal preoccupations.’’ Abso- 
lutely true. 

But this is not the case with those who are 
required to lead and organise the average 
individual in pursuit of the goals for 
society’s reform and his improvement. They 
must be people who are moved to political 
action by ideals much more than by any 
concern for what affects them personally. 


such convergences occur only rarely. 
Therefore, most issues which patriots would 
like to use can only be effectively used on 
average citizens on limited occasions. The 
temporary convergence of issues of patriotic 
centrality and areas of salient public interest 
are far too short-lived and fleeting to be a 
firm basis for successful political action. 


THE KEY TO VICTORY 


It is obvious that one cart lead people 
by using issues with which they usually have 
no interest. To be sure, vital patriotic issues 
must be used when they become salient in 
the public’s eyes, but that is a 'temporary 
situation. 

Political success can only be achieved by 
following (and not by trying to lead) the 
interests of the average citizen. While never 
compromising on our patriotic goal, we must 
be prepared to follow and fully utilise the 
needs, interests and problems of the general 
public. For example, the man in the street is 
terrified by rising prices, inflation, the GST, 
high unemployment and high interest rates, 
but he couldn’t care less for the constitut- 
ionality or unconstitutionality of some 
particular issue. Thus, patriotic victory can 
only be achieved by utilising the issues of 
the day. All other efforts are doomed to 
continuous failure. 


They have to be people with a group 
conscience, who are prepared to dedicate 
themselves to goals that are primarily 
concerned with the betterment of society as 
a whole, and the pursuit of which may 
indeed harm, rather than serve, their own 
personal interests. 

In addition to this, they must be people 
prepared, in some cases (and this certainly 
applies to ourselves), to work for aims that 
may take a long time, maybe a large part of 
their lives — even beyond their lives, to 
come to fruition. 

These people must have a special kind of 
motivation to act as they do, a motivation 
very different from that of the man in the 
Street. 

As, as I have indicated, an essential 
ingredient in the building of this motivation 
is a proper awareness, not just of the 
obvious symptoms of what is wrong in the 
world, but of the underlying causes. But 
even that is not enough. Those who would 
devote their lives to leading the masses 
towards great reforms must be animated by 
an unshakably strong faith, an ideology. 
Such a faith and ideology may be totally 
wrong, but it suffices to have such things to 
be moved to a life of dedication to revol- 
utionary action. Devoted communists are 
examples of this. | 

And such faith and ideology must be built 
upon’ much more solid foundations than 
awareness merely of those issues that affect 
the man in the street; they must stem from 
what the Germans call a weltanschauung, a 
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BASIC REQUIREMENTS FOR 
POLITICAL VICTORY 


(Editor’s postscript) 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


world view. Part of that world view, 
probably the main part, will come from the 
inner temperament and character; but also a 
very important part will come from know- 
ledge. Knowledge reinforces what the 
instinct, as shaped by temperament and 
character, dictates is right. Knowledge 
makes possible the articulation of opinions 
and policies. And knowledge enables one, 
when the time comes to grapple with 
problems on the national and international 
stage, to act effectively. 


WHERE EXPERTISE IS NEEDED 


The ordinary man in the street may not 
have the slightest interest in the United 
Nations. But a prime minister or president 
must most certainly have such an interest — 
if he is to understand how to deal with that 
institution. The same is true of his ministers 
and his ‘brain pool’ of policy experts and 
advisers. 

The ordinary man may not be interested in 
the causes of the First and Second World 
Wars or of the French Revolution. 

But those who are going to govern him 
ought to be interested in those things 
because the forces that set those distant 
upheavals in motion are identical to the ones 
which exercise dominant influence in the 
world of today. Just as military colleges 
teach would-be army commanders the 
lessons from past battles in order better to 
equip them to win future battles, so must 
national leaders of the future buttress their 
knowledge of how to cope with the world of 
their time with an awareness of the historical 
foundations of that world — and how other 
leaders in former times faced similar 
problems and how they coped with them, or 
failed to cope with them. 

Just supposing, through observance of the 
very sound rules of campaign laid down in 
Mr. Baker’s article, our movement were 
suddenly to unlock the door to mass support 
and in a short time find itself in a position to 
win a general election and take power. 

That movement, as it is at the present 
moment, would be utterly incapable of exer- 
cising power effectively because it simply 
would not have at its disposal the necessary 
personnel to occupy and perform all the 
varied and complex functions of state. 

It would only be able to carry out the 
latter task if it had available to it a qualified 
class of executives thoroughly imbued with 
the principles underlying the nationalist 
creed and thoroughly informed as to the 
nature of the forces that would work to 
obstruct all the necessary reforms we are 
pledged to carry out. 

Such a class (and here the reader will 
appreciate’ that I am not using the term 
‘class’ in the old hereditary sense) can only 
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be recruited in the course of the expansion 
of our movement, and its recruitment is just 
as vital as that of the ordinary masses. 


THE HAPPY MEDIUM 


The work of our propaganda therefore 
falls into two departments, and we must 
avoid equally the tendency to concentrate on 
one or another of two extremes. 

We must not fall into the trap of talking 
exclusively about ‘global conspiracies’, of 
the causes of wars and revolutions of the 
past, of the sinister powers behind the 
United Nations or of the machinations of the 
Federal Reserve Board and its counterparts 
in the financial affairs of this country — so 
that we are talking far above the head of the 
man in the street and his everyday concerns. 

But neither must we exclude mention of 
these matters entirely, and instead talk 
exclusively of rising prices, taxes, unem- 
plovment, interest ates, mortgages, 
pensions, social services and the like. For by 
this policy we may well be able to get 
through to the ordinary masses, but when 
those ordinary masses make themselves 
available to be mobilised and organised we 
simply will not have the political ‘officer 
corps’ able to mobilise and organise them. 

But, these facts aside, there is another 


consideration. 

It is all very well going to the ordinary 
man in the street and telling him that we 
promise to keep down prices, taxes and 
mortages, to increase pensions and improve 
social services, to eliminate unemployment. 
He has heard it all before. Every politician 
and every party makes these promises. 

The man in the street should not be under- 
estimated too much. He is going to ask how 
we are going to achieve these good things 
when the other parties have failed to achieve 
them. 

Explaining how we are going to deliver 
such benefits when others have failed 
involves, inevitably, some incursion into 
those areas which Mr. Baker has classified 
as belonging to ‘centrality’, the pet issues of 
ideologues and ‘educators’, the issues in 
which the man in the street presently has 
little or no interest but which nevertheless 
deeply affect him in a hundred different 
ways. 

If, for instance, we are to explain to the 
man in the street how we are to defeat 
inflation, we are going to have to induct him 
into some kind of study, albeit as elementary 
one as possible, of the workings of the 
orthodox money system. Here we are 
intruding into the territory of the monetary 
reformers, whom no doubt Mr. Baker has in 
mind when he speaks of those in America 
who oppose the Federal Reserve. 

And even to do this we must in the first 
place have at our disposal sufficient number 
of speakers, writers and doorstep canvassers 
who understand monetary affairs so as to be 
able to put the message across as to how a 
reformed monetary system will bring to the 
man in the streets the benefits of lower 
prices and taxes, higher wages, etcetera, 
etcetera, etcetera. 

It will therefore perhaps be realised that 
there is liable to be a coincidence betweem 
what is of interest to the ideologues and 
‘educators’ and what interests the man in the 
street rather more often than in the 
occasional cases of ‘salience’ referred to by 
Mr. Baker. The whole matter hangs on our 
ability to capture the interest of the latter by 
translating these issues into language that is 
intelligible to him in terms of his own pre- 
occupations. 

All this adds up to the following:- 

There must be a sensible balance in our 
propaganda between what is necessary to 
win the masses and what is necessary to 
recruit the leadership class needed for our 
movement. We must appeal to both sections 
of the populace simultaneously. 


TWO-PRONGED ATTACK 


This is why we in the British National 
Party publish two main periodicals. On the 
one hand there is British Nationalist, the 
task of which is to do what Mr. Baker in his 
article says we must do: communicate with 
the ordinary man in the street in language he 
understands and in connection with issues 


that affect him personally. This at least is 
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the aim of our party paper; if we sometimes 
do not entirely succeed in this it is because 
of individual error in the writing of specific 
articles, not because of any error in basic 
editorial policy. 

On the other hand, when it comes to 
appealling to the politically more educated, 
or to providing political education to those 
who have the interest to pursue it and the 
capacity to absorb it, the people who will 
comprise the inner cadres of the movement 
we must build to mobilise the mass, that task 
is to be perfomed by other publications, of 
which the main one at the present time is 
our own journal Spearhead. 


But we must not, and we do not, regard 


these two publications, these two 
approaches, as things which exist in 
watertight compartments, each totally 


insulated from the other. At times one is 
going to venture into the other’s territory. At 
times the functions of the two, and of other 
organs of propaganda we employ, are going 
to overlap. 

What we must somehow do is acquire the 
faculty for taking up complex issues of the 
kind that normally only the ‘connoisseurs’. 
and special enthusiasts study, and then 
translating these into language that the 
ordinary man in the street can relate to his 


own problem — whether it be the loss or his 
job, the Community Charge (the Poll Tax), 
his pension or the interest he has to pay on 
his mortgage. Here is where the overlapping 
cannot be avoided. But it is all a question of 
how things are presented. 

Mr. Baker’s article has rendered us a 
valuable service in reminding us of basic 
rules of the game which we must never. 
forget. 7 

But we must not become so totally 
consumed by his message that we lose sight 
of all other considerations. Some of those 
considerations have been set out in this post- 
script. It is to be hoped that they will strike 
home where needed. J.T. 


WHOSE TREASON? 


How laughable it is, says COLIN BURGES, to hear of 
members of parliament setting themselves up as guardians 
of the ‘existence of the state’ 


FOR downright effrontery, the people 
who set themselves up to govern us must 
take the biscuit. 

Regardless of the parties responsible, 
consider for a moment just a part of the 
recent record of that gasworks on the bank 
of the Thames which is supposedly the 
custodian of our national well-being. 

Its inhabitants have sold off and frittered 
away a world empire and abdicated world 
power. They have flooded our homeland 
with alien races in a mad multi-racial 
experiment. They are in the process of 
surrendering Britain’s national freedom to 
the rule of the European bureaucracy, 
having long ago abandoned our kith and kin 
of the White Commonwealth whom they 
were only too pleased to have come and help 
defend us in two world wars. They are 
discussing with a foreign power the future of 
our loyal subjects in Northern Ireland, 
hoping of course to ditch them as soon as 
possible. They have reduced British farming 
to chaos. They have as good as dismantled 
our manufacturing industry, making us 
dependent on Third World sweatshops for 
manv of our basic necessities of life. They 
are about to mutilate our armed forces yet 
again, including some of our most distin- 
guished and famous regiments. They have 
allowed the virtual collapse of law and order 
in many parts of Britain. Their pandering to 
Israel has probably wrecked Anglo-Arab 
relations for another century. They have 
scrapped our imperial weights and measures 
and our traditional currency. They are out to 
scrap our British passports. And just about 
every other vestige of British identity and 
freedom is at risk of receiving their 
attentions. 

This is the collective record, and there 
can be no disputing its truth. 

Now consider this proclamation by the Rt. 


Hon. Archibald Hamilton in the House of 
Commons a few weeks ago: ‘‘We are 
concerned here with actions which could 
ultimately threaten the very existence of the 
state.’’ 


THE STATE: WHO CARES? , 


Well, Mr. Hamilton could have fooled us! 

For, judging by the record, it appears to 
us that the existence of the state in any real 
sense is the very last thing that members of 
parliament are concerned about. 

Actually, although it may be assumed that 
Mr. Hamilton would also express general 
concern, his words were uttered while 


debating whether or not to retain the death 
penalty for acts of gross misconduct 
committed by armed forces personnel. He 
was arguing that capital punishment would 


PARLIAMENT 

The place being a hotbed of treason, its 

members are in no position to talk about 
the treason of others. 


deter acts of treachery in wartime, and 
added that such acts ‘‘...can be seen as akin 
to treason, for which the death penalty is 
still mandatory in this country.”’ 

Of course, to us there could be no 
question of the death penalty being with- 
drawn in martial law; our party would 
indeed reinstate it in the civilian courts — 
also for its deterrent value. 

But should we not differentiate between 
the serviceman who, in the heat and danger 
of battle, for a moment loses his nerve or 
cracks up when facing the supreme test of. 
his life, and the underworld that is British 
politics, whose agents slink around the fat- 
cat clubs and bath-houses, holding out their 
grubby palms for a few shekels — all the 
time engineering, or at best idly acquiescing 
in, the descent of the once proudest nation 
on this earth to almost total impotence? 

Which is the worst kind of treachery? 

As for the mandatory nature of the death 
penalty Mr. Hamilton mentioned, think of 


the time wasted by parliament, the public 


funds thrown down the drain and the inter- 
ference with democratic procedure which 
have empowered Britain’s police to hound a 
few elderly East Europeans for alleged war 
crimes — and then compare this with the 
kid-gloves treatment of that late cupcake and . 
confessed traitor, Anthony Blunt, who 
should have exercised one of Britain;s 
gallows by paying in accordance with 
existing law for crimes committed in this 
country under the very nose of the intell- 
igence services, but who instead didn’t even 
have his pension docked! 

As for crimes of treason in wartime — 
crimes, as Mr. Hamilton would put it, which 
threaten the existence of the state, there is 
only one war in which Britain today has any 
business to be engaged, and that is a war 
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ON THE ELECTION TRAIL 


Some lessons learned from the recent campaign in Cotgrave 
(Notts.) as told by LAURENCE JOHNSON 


IN May’s local government elections, 
Nottingham BNP contested the Ash Lea 
ward of Cotgrave, Notts. 

We polled 6.7 per-cent (133) votes in this 
ward — by far the best result from the four 
seats fought in the East Midlands Region, 
the other seats yielding an average of 2.5 
per-cent. This was despite the fact that the 
other seats were of a similar nature to 
Cotgrave (council estates with some private 
housing) and that in the case of Coalville 
(Leics.) a considerable effort was put in 
through paper-sales, door-to-door canvassing 
and other activities. 

Cotgrave is a three-member ward, so that 
each elector had three votes. The Conserv- 
ative and Labour Parties each put up three 
candidates, while the BNP only put up one. 
Interestingly, when the votes were counted 
it became clear that of those who voted for 
the BNP the majority had used their 
remaining two votes to support the Labour 
candidates, with only about a dozen voting 
for the BNP alone. This proved what we had 
long suspected: that most of our votes were 
captured at Labour’s expense. We did not 
spot anyone who voted for a BNP- 
Conservative combination. 

If the campaign had gone according to 
plan, I am certain that we could have 
boosted the result to over 10 per-cent. 
Unfortunately, due to the Nottingham 
Branch dispersing its resources by working 
in support of other branches in the region in 
the final week of the campaign, we were 
unable to deliver our most effective leaflet, 
the Cotgrave Patriot, and we were unable to 
hold our planned paper-sale and canvass on 
the final weekend. 

Nevertheless, our strategy did yield 
significant results in that we achieved more 
than twice, and in some cases three times, 
the results obtained elsewhere in the region. 


STRATEGY OF SATURATION | 


The strategy was basically one of 
saturation through multiple leafletting. Each 
house in the ward was to receive five 
different leaflets in the course of the 
campaign. The first leaflet was the standard 
‘Hang Child Murderers’ one, which seems 
to be the most valued leaflet produced by 
party headquarters — judging from the 
public’s response. The remaining four 
leaflets were produced by our own branch 
and mainly dealt with local issues. 

Of the locally-produced leaflets, the most 
popular one was that showing a cartoon of 
Major and Kinnock in a dustbin with the 
caption ‘Keep Cotgrave tidy — get nd of old 
rubbish’. I also think that the final leaflet we 
produced would have generated a lot of 
support had we been able to deliver it. It 
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KEEP COTGRAVE TIDY: 


On Polling Day, May 2nd 


ja 
GET RIDOS 
oF on X 
RUBBISH! 


Get rid of Labour, Tories & 
SLD. They are all wrecking 
our country. 


DON'T LET THEM GET AWAY 
WITA TTI 


- Tories have let Notts crime rate increase 27% 
- Labour have allowed coal mines to close 
- Tories, Labour & SLD want more immigration 


We say: 

- Smash Poll Tax 

- Restore capital punishment for murderers & rapists 
- Restore the birch for hooligans, muggers & thugs 
- Stop Immigration, the only way to end unemployment 


PLEASE, PLEASE NAKE THE EFFORT TO VOTE 
FOR BRITAIN OW NAY 240, 


VOTE FOR LAURENCE JOHNSON 
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SIMPLICITY AND BREVITY 
An example of one of the locally-produced 
leaflets distributed in Laurence Johnson’s 
highly effective campaign in Cotgrave 
(Notts.) in the local government elections 
in May. 


was in the form of a small newspaper, the 
Cotgrave Patriot, with the front cover 
showing a hard-hitting story on a certain 
rape case (borrowed from British 
Nationalist!) and linking it with a local 
child-rape story. The remainder of the paper 
went on to rubbish local Labour policies 
(Cotgrave is a ‘safe’ Labour seat, so we did 
not even bother to mention the Tories), and 
concluded with an ‘opmion-poll’ graph 
predicting BNP victory. Although we were 
unable to deliver this item at the election, 
the couple of hundred given out on the street 
on another occasion brought a great response 
from the public, especially from women on 
the rape issue. 

Fortunately, Cotgrave was a ward of only 
2,600 homes, so it was possible to make a 
big impact with only a handful of activists — 
I myself delivered about half the leaflets on 
my own. However, I don’t believe that 
saturation publicity alone was the reason for 
our relative success. 

One soon becomes aware of which 
subjects receive a confused, or even hostile, 
response. The advertising world is full of 
examples of campaigns which have actually 
reduced the market share of a product by 
sending the wrong message to the public — 
and wasting a lot of time and money into the 
bargain. 


NEED FOR SUBTLE APPROACH 


Two examples of this which spring to 
mind are the issues of immigration and IRA 
terrorism. Everyone who has heard of the 
BNP (which by now means most of the 
countrv!) knows that we are against 
immigration. But they may not know why 
we are against it. Whether we like it or not, 
everyone in Britain is bombarded with 
propaganda from government and local 
authorities designed to persuade them that 
immigration is ‘good’ and that 
nationalism/racism is ‘bad’. This brain- 
washing now even takes place in the nursery 
school, where children are taught to read 
‘anti-racist’ and ‘anti-sexist’ books. I am 
reliably informed that there is now a subject 


called ‘anti-racist mathematics’! The 
message is further rammed home by the 
media — in newspapers, on radio (pop 


music) and especially on television. This 
happens not only in an obvious way, such as 
in documentaries and news items, but in a 
more insidious way through soap operas, 
comedy shows, etc. Almost every pro- 
gramme, from East Enders to Grange Hill, 
has to have its ‘nice’ black characters who 
are ‘victimised’ by ‘nasty’ fascist bully boys. 

One result of this ceaseless bombardment 
is that a large part of the general public, 
while being opposed, in an over-whelming 
majority, to immigration and, according to a 
recent newspaper survey, as ‘racist’ as the 
BNP, have been induced to feel guilty about 
their natural feelings and to try to suppress 
them. 

Therefore, when designing a leaflet for a 
local campaign I make it a policy not to 
mention immigration directly — rather to 
link it to another issue such as crime or 
unemployment. For instance, the leaflet 
condemning the Government for high unem- 
ployment goes on to question why we are 
still encouraging mass immigration when 
there are not enough jobs to go round. 

The subject of Ulster is one which, rightly 
or wrongly (and the BNP obviously believes 
wrongly), most people on the mainland find 
boring, and many people have been 
brainwashed by the media into thinking that 
the problem can be ‘solved’ simply by 
Britain getting out of Ulster and handing it 
over to the Irish Republic. Yet a leaflet on 
the more emotive topic of IRA terrorism is 
one which goes down much better, partic- 
ularly when there is a recent IRA atrocity in 
the news. 


NEED FOR SIMPLICITY 


Finally, it is essential to present publicity 
in a way that is easy for the public to 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
PO Bom: 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: Your article on ‘anti-Semitism’ in the 
June issue was quite instructive and thought- 
provoking. 

Before we had the need for anti-tank, anti- 
aircraft and anti-submarine weapons, tanks, 
aircraft and submarines had to be invented 
and then to pose dangers to certain people. 
And before there could be ‘anti-fascism’ and 
‘anti-communism’ we had to recognise the 
existence of fascism and communism — and 
again for certain people to feel threatened by 
them. 

Now, in order to find out what this ‘anti- 
Semitism’ is all about I searched in several 
dictionaries and encyclopedias for an 
accurate explanation of the word ‘Semitism’. 
So far I have not been able to find any. 

Could it be true that the term ‘anti- 
Semitic’ is just a propaganda term, and that 
the purpose is to divert attention from the 
fact that this ‘anti-Semitism’ is a political 
phenomenon rather than a racial one — is 
there any other race, for instance, that is the 
target of any kind of opposition remotely 
comparable to ‘anti-Semitism’? 

Could it be that what is called ‘anti- 
Semitism’ is not hatred for the Jewish people 
as a whole but simply opposition to a 
political and economic mafia comprising 
some Jews that has been in action for a long 
time? 

And what is wrong with being ‘anti- 
Mafia’ — it does not make you ‘anti-Italian’, 
does it? 


ODD ISACHSEN 
Nittedal, Norway 


SIR: A cutting from a Jewish newspaper, 
reproduced in the columns of Spearhead last 
month, contains a passage accusing us 
Whites of having enriched ourselves on the 
exploitation and impoverishment of Blacks. 
The self-righteous bigot who wrote this 
failed to mention how some members of his 
(or her) own race enriched themselves from 
the slave trade in America’s Deep South. 
In his study American Jewry and the Civil 
War, Bertram Korn (a Rabbi, forsooth) says 
that a greater proportion of Jews than 
Christians were slave-owners. He also says 
that a disproportionately large number of 
Jews sold slaves in the markets of the Deep 


South, having shipped them into America | 


from Africa. 

Hardly any of the Jews in the Deep South 
opposed slavery. Indeed, one Jew, Solomon 
Cohen, actually wrote these words:- 

“I believe the institution of slavery was 

refining and civilising to the Whites...and 


at the same time the only human institution 
that could elevate the Negro 


k a 
HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: One section of the text in 
the above letter has been deleted because it 
is forbidden by law in Britain today to 
publish uncomplimentary references to any 
group of people on grounds of race — except 
British Whites, of course) 


SIR: I noticed in a report in the Daily Mail 
(June 12th) which gave some figures for the 
numbers of people arriving in Britain 
seeking political asylum. The report states 
that in 1979 this figure was about 2,000; in 
1989 it had risen to around 15,000; in 1991 
it is estimated that, at the present rate, it will 
soar to 60,000. 

Of this number, about 15,000 will be 
deported immediately. Another 3,000 will be 
sent back at a later date. This leaves 42,000 
who will be staying here permanently! 

Where are we to house these people when 
we can’t even house ourselves? How are we 
to find jobs for them when over 2 million of 
our own people are unemployed? 

JOHN O’CONNOR 
London S.W.19 


SIR; After reading the criticisms of Mr. 
Bruges’ article regarding the ‘Animal 
Rights’ campaign, I feel I must write to give 
my support to what was undoubtedly the 
real thrust of the article, namely that in 
general the country way of life remains free 
of the tainting which most of our society has 


encountered from the disease of ‘liberalism’. 

The writer was obviously using the image 
of the ‘Animal Rights’ activists to show 
more clearly his great admiration and respect 
for a traditional and much-needed part part 
of our society, which has resolutely refused 
to buckle under the pressures of modern 
trends. 

Although many may disagree with the 
necessity for actual ‘huntiu,” to take place, 
the fact remains that some kind. of fox 
population control is needed, as much for 
the benefit of those animals as for any 
release of ‘bloodlust’. 

What seems to be the main thrust of both 
criticisms is that, in the eyes of the writers, 
a hunt is ‘barbaric’. Well, unfortunately life 
itself is often ‘barbaric’ in many ways. This 
is nature’s way and should be respected as 
such. 

Can anyone deny that the sight of a 
soaring eagle sweeping down upon its prey 
could be described as ‘barbaric’ in the same 
way? Yet it is a truly beautiful stitch in 
nature’s tapestry. 

I hope those who would criticise Mr. 
Burges’ article can now see that what he was 
defending was the traditional, more true-to- 
nature, way of the countryside — which we 
should all admire. 

DAVID ELDERS 
Edinburgh 


SIR: A correspondent protesting about 
animal blood- ‘sports’ (which I am also 
against) sardonically concludes by saying: 
‘Perhaps we should also bring back bear- 
baiting, cock-fighting, duelling and public 
hangings.”’ 

Regarding the latter two, I think duelling 
between racial patriots and modern ‘liberals’ 
might do a power of good — as also might 
public hangings for race-traitors! _ 

CLIVE FARRER 
Peterborough 
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AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined voiume containing this famous 


American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians: 


versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 


BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 


THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s plage m membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile. relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 2ipp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP 
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Book Service only and not included in 


remittances sent for other items. Orders are likely 


to be dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service 
is marked on the envelope. 
New titles are marked with stars. 


leader in prison, this is the book all nationalists have 
waited for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 


ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


ENOCH POWELL ON 1992 (R. Ritchie ed.) £14.95. 
A study of Enoch Powell’s campaign against Britain’s 
involvément with the EC, with quotations from Powell’s 
speeches and articles. 1989, 177pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 


GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 


£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
% GORING (David Irving) £9.00. A lively and 
original biography of one of the most colourful and 
controversial figures of the Third Reich. 1989, 573pp. 
GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
aa kA look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
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% HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


* ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A 
Russian defector shows how Stalin engineered the war 
with Germany and exploited it to advance world 
communism. 1990, xvii, 364pp. 


I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 


LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 


existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback; £4.00 paperback. An exposure of the 
financial power that seeks to dragoon mankind into a 
global police state. 1972,288pp. 

% OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £13.95. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 


OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic 
consequences of Britain’s membership of the Common 
Market. 1986, 79pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £10.30. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. : 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 


-gompanion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 


showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 


been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well-argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 1974, 36pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 


weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp: 

% SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civil-isation and Christianity in the 200 
years up to the early 1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 
419pp. 4 

* SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic? smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 


exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 

Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

% UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder; 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 


ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH, THE (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing 
defence of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


Except where specifically stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 40p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 23p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 47p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Gulf War: Moslem threat (new leaflet). This leaflet 
points out how the war in the Middle East has exposed 
big internal divisions in Britain, with many Moslems on 
one side and most of the indigneous population on the 
other — another indicator of the harmful consequences 
of the multi-racial and multi-faith society. 

If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special 
favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 
by national and local government, and calling on Whites 
— particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 


Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 


Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much *-ugher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murverers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 


Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 


prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £3.60 for 1,000 and £4.15 for 2,000. 


FORTHCOMING ELECTION: A MESSAGE TO THE VOTERS 


If you want to defend 
RIGHTS FOR WHITES 
—then you must vote 


BRITISH NATIONAL 
PARTY 


In the next election you can vote for Britain's new and 
fastest-growing party, the British National Party. This is the 
only party that will put the British people first in this area — in 
jobs, in housing, in education and in social welfare. 

Native-born British people are fast becoming second class 
citizens in their own country. Only the British National Party 
will defend their rights, the rights of the white community. 

The towns and cities of Britain have suffered for years 
under the Tories, Labour and the Liberals/Liberal Democrats. 

ow is your chance to vote for a real change. For your 
children’s sake, you must vote for your British National Party 
candidate 


NEW 


rae BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY |X| 
Fi Or e/ ec t I on Find out more about us by writing for information. Please ill in your name and address 
‘wari m -U p á Eny and send it to us, together with 30p in stamps to cover costs. 
purposes 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
Printed & published by BNP, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


(see above) 


BNP Posters (large) 


Tomorrow belongs to us! Picture of young couple with 
Union flags and mountain scene in background. Poster 
is in three colours and measures 17.7in x 24.85in. 
Price: 1-9 copies 30p each; 10-19 copies 26p each; 20- 
49 copies 20p each; 50 copies or over 15p each. 
Postage cost should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 12g. 


BNP Posters (medium) 


THREE-COLOUR POSTER 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Poster version of 
leaflet on same theme (advertised in leaflet section). 
Contains photo of crowd of Chinese. 1-9 copies 15p 
each; 10-19 copies 13p each; 20-49 copies 10p each; 50 
copies or over 7⁄2p each. ; 


TWO-COLOUR POSTERS 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Poster version of leaflet on same theme 
(advertised in leaflet section). Collage of riot photos. 


Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets 1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA 
murderers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope 
with wife and youngster and flag in background. 
Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off 
boat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 
What’s happened to free speech? Drawing of white 
man with gag. Caption draws attention to state 
Oppression and imprisonment of those who protest 
against immigrant invasion. 

Support White South Africa! This slogan in large 
white letters on blue background. 

Prices of two-colour medium-sized posters: 1-9 copies 
12p each, 10-19 copies 10p each; 20-49 copies 8p each; 
50 copies or over 6p each. 

Medium-sized posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Postage 
costs should be estimated on basis of one poster 


Contd. overleaf 
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British Nationalist 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 42p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.40 (British 
Isles) or £7.40 (overseas surface-mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.50 + 87p post 
25 copies £5.50 + £2.52 post 
50 copies £10.00 + £3.15 post 
100 copies £17.50 + £4.00 post 


150 copies £25.00 +. £4.30 post 
200 copies £30.00 +: £5.00 post 
300 copies £42.00 +: £6.05 post 
400 copies £55.00 +- £6.05 post 


500 copies £65.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £125.00 ) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please keep orders and enquiries concerning 
British Nationalist entirely separate from- 
other correspondence in order to avoid 
confusion and delay. 


weighing app. 6g. 


BNP Stickers (two-colour) 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 

the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in. They are available in 

gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each containing 

BNP name and address and logo in red, white and blue. 

Gummed-back stickers cost £4 per 1,000 or 40p per 

100. Self-adhesive stickers cost £1.50 al 100. Postage 

costs 32p per 100. 


BNP Stickers (single-colour) 

Stop immigration! Start repatriation! 
Asian invasion No! Repatriation Yes! 
(Oblong stickers in red on white background) 
BNP Circular sticker (two colour) 
BNP. Party logo with full name and address. 


The two foregoing stickers are self-adhesive and are 
priced at: 80 copies £1 plus 27p p&p; 500 copies £6 
plus 55p p&p; 1,000 copies £12 plus £1.05 p&p. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally 90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Videos cost £16.00 plus 87p p&p. 

Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 


‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speechs by ` 


Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 

Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 
Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
32p p&p. 


Other BNP publicity aids 


tra pon 9 Johnson Place, 
orwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP visiting cards. Containing words ‘With 
compliments’ and featuring party name and address and 
logo in red, white and blue. Price: 50 cards at £2.00; 
100 cards at £3.00 (both including p&p). 


Allied publications 

We recommend the following three publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription (UK) £8.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 


Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 


ELECTION FUND 


THE GENERAL ELECTION is 
now not far away and in conse- 
quence the task of raising money 
for the British National Party to 
fight the election must begin in 


earnest. 
The BNP Election Fund was 


launched to finance the running of 
the election campaign at national 


level — as distinct from that which 
must be raised locally to finance 
each campaign. 

A target figure of £5,000 for 
the Fund has now been set. We 
will give regular reports of 
progress in pursuing this sum. — 
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Since the launch of 
the British National 
Party Election Fund, a 
total of £709.00 has been 
received as we go to the 
printer this month. This 
leaves £4,291.00 still to 
be raised to reach the 
Fund’s target of £5,000. 

This Fund has now 
become the top financial 
priority for the coming 
months. All donations 
should be marked 
‘Election Fund’ and sent 
to: BNP, PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DAI6 
3DW. 


£5,000 


£4,000 


£3,000 


£2,000 


£1,000 


Zero 


to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1F0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp. 
1740. Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading 
table. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


“Emergency Committee” Calls For Ten Year Moratorium 
On Immigration - Adopts Senator Reynolds’ Plan 


THE TRUTH 
AT LAST 


ote NEWS SUPPRESSED BY THE DAILY PRESS 


77% Oppose 
immigration Rise 


oT 
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ESHSES 


the 
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The Truth at Last (sample shown above) is a hard- 
hitting paper produced and edited by the celebrated 
American patriot Dr. Edward R. Fields. It is a tabloid, 
normally of 12 pages, and is famed all over the world 
for its dynamic and factual reports of news not as a rule 
published in the ‘orthodox’ press. The Truth at Last, 
although dealing largely with American issues, covers 
news of international interest, including, not 
infrequently, items of special relevance to British 
readers. It is not nowadays aligned to any particular 
political organisation, and in consequence is refreshingly 
free from the partisan reporting and comment often 
found in other patriotic publications — the paper is in 
fact distributed by a wide variety of political groups in 
the United States and some overseas. 

A year’s subscription to The Truth at Last costs 
US$15.00 (approximately £8.40). British readers are 
advised to send international money orders made out in 
US currency, which can be obtained from any bank. 
Those seeking only sample copies are advised to send 
£1 in cash. Bank of Scotland pound notes, available 
from your bank, are the best method — if you send a £1 
coin, sellotape it to a piece of flat cardboard). 

All communications to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Tax Fund closed 

As we go to press, the £1,000 needed to reach 
the target for the Spearhead Tax Fund has been 
raised — minus a mere £27. We will not trouble 
readers with appeals for this small sum, and so 
we are closing the Fund as of now. We would 
like to extend our heartfelt thanks to all those 
whose donations have helped us raise the money 
necessary. 


WHOSE TREASON? 


(Contd. from page 13) 


which she will not even admit exists: the one 
in Northern Ireland. Here the threat to the 
existence of the state is not posed by any 
servicemen stationed in the Province, but by 
the British Government itself, which, backed 
by a thumping majority in parliament, is 
clearly bent on selling out to the enemy. 

So just what is the entitlement of members 
of this craven body to talk about ‘treason’? 


OBITUARY 


S.E.D. Brown 


LAST MONTH, with much sadness, we 
announced the death of Mr. S.E.D. Brown, 
the distinguished South African writer, who 
for many years was Editor of the South 
African Observer, a courageous monthly 
newsletter which was possibly the most 
important English-language publication in 
South Africa dedicated to opposing and 
exposing the trend towards ‘liberalisation’ 
that has been gathering speed in that country 
since the assassination of Premier Hendrik 
Verwoerd in 1966. 

Denys Brown was one of the earliest 
observers in South Africa to detect the 
movement towards the sell-out of the White 
Man following Dr. Verwoerd’s death, and 
he fearlessly put the spotlight on the forces 
and individuals behind that sell-out in a 
series of regular articles in the SAO. He 
came under venomous attack from 
government ministers and others who were 
parties to the ongoing betrayal. He was even 
attacked by some genuine nationalists who, 
in the days immediately following the 
Verwoerd killing and when B.J. Vorster was 
South African Prime Minister, believed that 
Vorster intended to live up to his promise to 
follow the path of his predecessor and 
therefore regarded S.E.D. Brown’s oppos- 
ition to him to be unfair and unfounded. 

Recent events in South Africa, which 
indicate clearly that the Nationalist Party 
there has gone over to the country’s 


enemies, internal and external, have 
vindicated Mr. Brown’s warnings many 
times over. 


We understand that the South African 
Observer will continue publication, not- 
withstanding the departure of the man who 
was the life and soul of that journal over 
several decades. We wish it well. 

Mr. S.E.D. Brown was also the author of 
a hard-hitting and penetrative booklet The 
Anatomy of Liberalism, which has been a 
valuable source of reference to writers the 
world over, including our own Editor. 


A Candidate for the Order (Michael 
Hoffman): Finally — a novel about the 
greatest controversy of our time! A 
shocking, violent tale of action and ideas, 
terrorism and extreme politics, white fanat- 
icism and rage. £5 inc. post. Cheques/POs 
only to: Life Rune Books, PO Box XG22, 
Leeds LS14 6XN. SAE for lists. 


Racial Loyalty: A newspaper for the survival 
and advancement of the White Race. Please 
send 25 US dollars by IMO for one year’s 
subscription (surface mail) to COTC, PO Box 
400, Otto, NC 28763, U.S.A. 
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WUNSIEDEL VISITORS — Please note: the 
Swastika and SS runes are illegal in 
Germany, as also are the NA and ANS ties. 
The Sword, Oak and Sunwheel ties are still 
legal and may be worn by NS in Germany. 
The ANS and Sword, Oak and Sunwheel 
ties can be obtained by sending a cheque at 
£5.50 each to: Skrewdriver Services, BM 
Skrewdriver, London WC1N 3XX. 


Contact your local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units.- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 

BM Box 3958,London WC1N 3XX 
EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 

SOUTH WEST LONDON 

BCM Box 5103, London WC1N 3XX 
SOUTH EAST LONDON 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB10 8XU 

WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, 
Ashford TN26 3QP 

EPPING FOREST 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


SUFFOLK 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
NORFOLK 

9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
LUTON & DUNSTABLE 

PO Box 505, Houghton Regis, 
Dunstable, Beds. LUS SYY 

DEVON 

PO Box 1, Torrington EX38 8HQ 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 
LEICESTER 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
NOTTINGHAM 

PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 
WEST NOTTS. 

PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 
NEWARK 

PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


PETERBOROUGH 
PO Box 211, Peterborough, 
Cambs. PE3 8JE 


BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 

Birmingham B44 9LZ 
STOKE-ON-TRENT 

PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 
LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 

PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 

OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldhma, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
ROCHDALE 

PO Box 156, Rochdale, Lancs. OL77 5LG 
LEEDS 

PO Box BR1O, Bramley, Leeds 13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
WAKEFIELD 

PO Box 26, Wakefield WF2 9YT 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 


DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
PAISLEY 

PO Box 72, Paisley, Renfrew PA2 OBH 
DUNDEE 

PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on-Thames, Merton, Redbridge, Barking & 


Dagenham, Bromley (Kent), Isle of Sheppey, Watford, Gloucestershire, 


Bristol, 


Hertfordshire, Bedford, Stourbridge, Walsall, Derby, Grantham, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Blackpool, Batley, Hull, York, Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, 
Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock (Ayrshire), Aberdeen, Inverness and Portadown (N. 
Ireland). If you want to make contact with any of these units, or start a new unit, please write 


: to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from page 4) 


‘equal’ in their qualities and capabilities, that 
no one people is better than another, and 
that any differences of performance or 
achievement between peoples are entirely the 
result of differing environments brought 
about by differing economic or social 
conditions, then how would one particular 
people be considered an asset as against 
another? In such an event, every people, in 
every country in the world, would be an 
asset, and this would nullify the point of Mr. 
Kinnock saying that the British people were 
such an asset, as he did. 

What we suspect the Labour leader did 
really mean was exactly the same as what 
we would mean if we made a similar state- 
ment. We suspect that his assertion about the 


BNP news 


THIS MONTH Spearhead contains no 
reports of British National Party activities. 
This is not because there have been no- 
activities; in fact there have been a great 
deal, and party progress during the past 
month has been as rapid as ever. 

What has happened is that local BNP 
units have been extremely remiss in their 
failure to send us the necessary activity 
reports and, in particular, the photographs 
that should accompany those reports. For 
some strange reason, a great many people in 
these units regard their activity photos as 
something to sit upon and send in at their 
leisure — if ever. The result is that we 
seldom seem to get the photos. at the time we 


need to get them if illustrated activity reports 


are to be included by the date at which we 
have to send our copy to the printer — 
between the 21st and 24th of the preceding 
month. 

British Nationalist, the BNP tabloid, is of 
course the main publication when it comes to 
printing reports of BNP activities. However, 
Spearhead also likes to do its bit in bringing 
these activities to supporters’ and the 
public’s notice. But this month, because of 
the lack of activity photos, we are leaving to 
our friends of BN the entire job of featuring 
party activities for the preceding month. If 
you want to get your unit’s activities 
reported in Spearhead in future, send in 
your reports and photos on time! 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 
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(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 


British people being an asset was in reality 
a piece of inwardly conscious ‘racism’ — 
Neil in his heart of hearts knows as well 4s 
we do that the British people are not the 
same as any other, that they. have special 
qualities and attributes that set them apart 
from — and, dare we say it, above — most 
of the other peoples of the world, and that it 
is this fact which renders it such a crime that 
these qualities and attributes are at present 
largely going to waste because the Tory 
Government is failing to mobilise the British 
people to fulfil their true potential in the way 
of national performance. This is what Mr. 
Neil Kinnock must believe because in any 
other context his assertion about the British 
people being our greatest asset simply would 
not make any sense. 

This being so, we can only say: what an 
assertion for a Labour leader to make! What 
an admission, coming from the head of a 
party which for four decades now has been 
dedicated to destroying the unique qualities 
of the British people by welcoming the 
invasion of our land by alien stocks from all 
over the earth and then contriving, by all 
manner of means, to bring about a process 


ON THE ELECTION TRAIL 
(Contd. from page 14) 


understand. This seems like an obvious point 
that hardly needs stating, but one must 
remember that ordinary people, brought up 
on a diet of TV soundbites, have a very 
short attention span. Studies in the United 
States show that the attention span of an 
average citizen is less than two seconds if 
the subject matter does not relate to 
something within the sphere of his 
immediate personal interest. 

I like to learn from the example of the 


tabloid newspapers, which are read by the - 


majority of British people each day. Papers 
such as The Sun, Star and the Mirror are 
designed for people with a reading age of 
only six. Even ‘quality’ papers like the 
Times are designed for a reading age of no 
more than 14, because they need to hold the 
attention of the reader without making him 
work too hard to understand what he is 
reading. 

Tabloid papers are dominated by big 
pictures, cartoons and headlines — all to help 
break up the small amount of text. They use 


Find out about the British National Party 


of miscegenation through the inter-breeding 
of the indigenous British population with the 
newcomers and their offspring! 

Mr. Kinnock’s opening words in his TV 
broadcast last month amounted, whether or 
not he would admit it publicly, to a 
refutation of everything his party has been 
saying and doing in the field of race for the 
past forty years! 

Were a spokesman for the British National 
Party to come on TV and proclaim that 
‘‘Britain’s greatest asset is its people,’’ this 
would be consistent with his party’s record 


and policy; it would be in accordance with > 


that party’s innermost belief. | 

But for a Labour leader to use the same 
words — that is a statement of the utmost. 
dishonesty and cynicism, for the whole of 
that party’s ideology stands in glaring 
contradiction to it. 


Recipe for disaster 


So Mr. Major has agreed to send a deleg- 


ation to Russia to advise the Soviets how to 
run their economy. Well, if Britain’s own 
economic record is anything to go by, Gorby 
must be crazy to accept the idea. 


‘emotive’ topics such as sex, crime and 
human interest stories. 

The same rules should apply to campaign 
leaflets. For example, ‘Hang IRA scum!’ is 
more emotive than ‘Keep Ulster British!’ — 
even though these leaflets are dealing 
broadly with the same subject. The leaflet 
should be dominated by bold headlines and 
a picture or cartoon. Text should be kept to 
a minimum. I have seen too many examples 
of pages of dense, typewritten text being 
dished out, which will almost certainly find 
their way straight into the bin because the 
average person is put off by thought of the 
effort required to read it. 

We finished the Cotgrave campaign by 


issuing a final leaflet thanking people who 


supported the BNP and informing them that 
there was now an active unit established in 
the area. | 

In conclusion, I think that Nottingham 
BNP has learned a great deal from our first 


election campaign, and we look forward to | 


making use of this experience in the general 
election. I hope, too, that some of the ideas 
arising out of our experience will be of 
value to party activists fighting in other 
areas. 


Printed & published by Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
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